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(f) Can I comply with this AD in any other 
way? 

(1) You may use an alternative method of 
compliance or adjustment of the compliance 
time if: 

(i) Your alternative method of compliance 
provides an equivalent level of safety; and 

(ii) The Manager, Small Airplane 
Directorate, approves your alternative. 
Submit your request through an FAA 
Principal Maintenance Inspector, who may 
add comments and then send it to the 
Manager, Small Airplane Directorate. 

(2) Alternative methods of compliance 
approved in accordance with AD 98–13–03, 
which is superseded by this AD, are 
approved as alternative methods of 
compliance with this AD. 

Note 2: This AD applies to each airplane 
identified in paragraph (a) of this AD, 
regardless of whether it has been modified, 
altered, or repaired in the area subject to the 
requirements of this AD. For airplanes that 
have been modified, altered, or repaired so 
that the performance of the requirements of 
this AD is affected, the owner/operator must 
request approval for an alternative method of 
compliance in accordance with paragraph (f) 
of this AD. The request should include an 
assessment of the effect of the modification, 
alteration, or repair on the unsafe condition 
addressed by this AD; and, if you have not 
eliminated the unsafe condition, specific 
actions you propose to address it. 

(g) Where can I get information about any 
already-approved alternative methods of 
compliance? Contact Mr. Doug Rudolph, 
Aerospace Engineer, FAA, Small Airplane 
Directorate, 901 Locust, Room 301, Kansas 
City, Missouri 64106; telephone: (816) 329– 
4059; facsimile: (816) 329–4090. 

(h) What if I need to fly the airplane to 
another location to comply with this AD? The 
FAA can issue a special flight permit under 
sections 21.197 and 21.199 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197 and 
21.199) to operate your airplane to a location 
where you can accomplish the requirements 
of this AD. 

(i) How do I get copies of the documents 
referenced in this AD? You may obtain copies 
of the documents referenced in this AD from 
British Aerospace Regional Aircraft, 
Prestwick International Airport, Ayrshire, 
KA9 2RW, Scotland; telephone: (01292) 
479888; facsimile: (01292) 671715. You may 
examine these documents at FAA, Central 
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel, 901 
Locust, Room 506, Kansas City, Missouri 
64106. 

(j) Does this AD action affect any existing 
AD actions? This amendment supersedes AD 
98–13–03, Amendment 39–10591. 

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on July 11, 
2001. 
Michael K. Dahl, 
Acting Manager, Small Airplane Directorate, 
Aircraft Certification Service. 
[FR Doc. 01–17866 Filed 7–17–01; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–13–U 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 52 

[IN137–1b; FRL–7003–9] 

Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans; Indiana 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
 
Agency (EPA).
 
ACTION: Proposed rule.
 

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve 
revisions to particulate matter (PM) 
emissions regulations for Cerestar USA, 
Inc. (Cerestar). Cerestar is located in 
Lake County, Indiana. The Indiana 
Department of Environmental 
Management (IDEM) submitted the 
revised regulations on February 16, 
2001, as amendments to its State 
Implementation Plan (SIP). The 
revisions include the elimination of 18 
emission points, the addition of 39 new 
emission points, and a change in the 
way the short term emission limits are 
expressed (from pounds of particulate 
matter per ton of product to grains per 
dry standard cubic foot). The revision 
also changes the name of the facility 
listed in the rules from American Maize 
Products (AMAIZO) to Cerestar USA, 
Inc. These SIP revisions result in an 
overall decrease in allowed PM 
emissions of about 48 tons per year 
(tpy). An air quality modeling analysis 
conducted by IDEM shows that this SIP 
revision will not have an adverse effect 
on PM air quality. 
DATES: EPA must receive written 
comments on this proposed rule by 
August 17, 2001. 
ADDRESSES: You should mail written 
comments to: J. Elmer Bortzer, Chief, 
Regulation Development Section, Air 
Programs Branch (AR–18J), U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region 5, 77 West Jackson Boulevard, 
Chicago, Illinois 60604. 

You may inspect copies of the State 
submittal and EPA’s analysis of it at: 
Regulation Development Section, Air 
Programs Branch (AR–18J), U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region 5, 77 West Jackson Boulevard, 
Chicago, Illinois 60604. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Matthew Rau, Environmental Engineer, 
Regulation Development Section, Air 
Programs Branch (AR–18J), U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region 5, 77 West Jackson Boulevard, 
Chicago, Illinois 60604, (312) 886–6524. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Throughout this document wherever 
‘‘we,’’ ‘‘us,’’ or ‘‘our’’ are used we mean 
EPA. 
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I. What Action is EPA Taking Today? 
We are proposing to approve revisions 

to particulate matter (PM) emissions 
regulations for Cerestar. Cerestar is 
located in Lake County, Indiana. IDEM 
submitted the revised regulations on 
February 16, 2001, as amendments to its 
SIP. The revisions include the 
elimination of 18 emission points, the 
addition of 39 new emission points, and 
a change in the way the short term 
emission limits are expressed (from 
pounds of particulate matter per ton of 
product to grains per dry standard cubic 
feet). The revision also changes the 
name of the facility listed in the rules 
from American Maize Products 
(AMAIZO) to Cerestar USA, Inc. These 
SIP revisions results in an overall 
decrease in allowed PM emissions of 
about 48 tpy. 

II. Where Can I Find More Information 
about This Proposal and the 
Corresponding Direct Final Rule? 

For additional information see the 
direct final rule published in the rules 
section of this Federal Register. 

Dated: June 13, 2001. 
Gail Ginsberg, 
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 5. 
[FR Doc. 01–17831 Filed 7–17–01; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–U 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 300 

[FRL–7012–7] 

National Oil and Hazardous Substance 
Pollution Contingency Plan; National 
Priorities List 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 
ACTION: Notice of intent to delete the 
Western Pacific Railroad Superfund Site 
from the National Priorities List. 

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) Region 9 announces its 
intent to delete the Western Pacific 
Railroad Superfund Site (Site) located in 
Oroville, California, from the National 
Priorities List (NPL) and requests public 
comments on this proposed action. The 
NPL, promulgated pursuant to Section 
105 of the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act 
(CERCLA) of 1980, as amended, is found 
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at Appendix B of 40 CFR part 300 of the 
National Oil and Hazardous Substances 
Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP). The 
EPA and the State of California, through 
the California EPA Department of Toxic 
Substances Control (DTSC), have 
determined that all appropriate 
response actions under CERCLA, other 
than maintenance and five-year reviews, 
have been completed. Because the Site 
poses no significant threat to human 
health or the environment, further 
remedial measures pursuant to CERCLA 
are not appropriate. 
DATES: Comments concerning the 
proposed deletion of this Site from the 
NPL must be submitted on or before 
August 17, 2001. 
ADDRESSES: Written comments should 
be mailed to: Holly Hadlock, Remedial 
Project Manager, U.S. EPA, Region 9, 
SFD–3, 75 Hawthorne Street, San 
Francisco, CA 94105. 
INFORMATION REPOSITORIES: 
Comprehensive information on this site 
is available through the Region 9 public 
docket which is available for viewing at 
the EPA Region 9 Superfund Records 
Center, 95 Hawthorne Street, Suite 
403S, San Francisco, CA 94105, (415) 
536–2000, Monday through Friday 8:00 
a.m. to 4:30 p.m. The Deletion Docket is 
also available for viewing at the Butte 
County Library, 1820 Mitchell Street, 
Oroville, CA, 95966, (530) 538–7642, 
Tuesday and Wednesday 10:00 a.m. to 
8:00 p.m., Thursday 2:00 to 6:00 p.m., 
Friday 10:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., and 
Saturday 12:00 to 4:00 p.m. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Holly Hadlock, Remedial Project 
Manager, U.S. EPA, Region 9, SFD–7–1, 
75 Hawthorne Street, San Francisco, CA 
94105, (415) 744–2244; or Jacqueline 
Lane, Community Involvement 
Coordinator, U.S. EPA, Region 9, SFD– 
3, 75 Hawthorne Street, San Francisco, 
CA 94105, (415) 744–2267 or (800) 231– 
3075. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
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I. Introduction 

The U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) Region 9 announces its 
intent to delete the Western Pacific Site 
in Oroville, Butte County, California, 
from the National Priorities List (NPL) 
and requests public comment on this 
proposed action. The NPL constitutes 
Appendix B of 40 CFR part 300 which 
is the Oil and Hazardous Substances 
Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP), 

which EPA promulgated pursuant to 
section 105 of the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation 
and Liability Act (CERCLA) of 1980, as 
amended. EPA identifies sites that 
appear to present a significant risk to 
public health, welfare, or the 
environment, and maintains the NPL as 
the list of these sites. As described in 40 
CFR 300.425(e)(3) of the NCP, sites 
deleted from the NPL remain eligible for 
remedial action in the unlikely event 
that conditions at the site warrant such 
action. 

EPA will accept comments on the 
proposal to delete this site for thirty (30) 
days after publication of this document 
in the Federal Register. 

Section II of this notice explains the 
criteria for deleting sites from the NPL. 
Section III discusses the procedures that 
EPA is using for this action. Section IV 
discusses the Western Pacific Railroad 
Site and explains how the Site meets the 
deletion criteria. 

II. NPL Deletion Criteria 

Section 300.425(e) of the NCP 
provides that sites may be deleted from 
the NPL where no further response is 
appropriate. In making a determination 
to delete a site from the NPL, EPA in 
consultation with the state, shall 
consider whether any of the following 
criteria have been met: 

(i) Responsible parties or other parties 
have implemented all appropriate 
response actions required; or 

(ii) All appropriate Fund-financed 
responses under CERCLA have been 
implemented, and no further action by 
responsible parties is appropriate; or 

(iii) The remedial investigation has 
shown that the release of hazardous 
substances poses no significant threat to 
public health or the environment and, 
therefore, remedial measures are not 
appropriate. 

Even if a site is deleted from the NPL, 
where hazardous substances, pollutants, 
or contaminants remain at the site above 
levels that allow for unlimited use and 
restricted exposure, EPA is required, by 
statute, to conduct a subsequent review 
of the site at least every five years after 
the initiation of the remedial action at 
the site to ensure that the site remains 
protective of public health and the 
environment. If new information 
becomes available which indicates a 
need for further action, EPA may initiate 
additional remedial actions. Whenever 
there is a significant release from a 
deleted site from the NPL, the site may 
be restored to the NPL without 
application of the Hazard Ranking 
System. 

III. Deletion Procedures 
The following procedures were used 

for the intended deletion of this site: (1) 
EPA Region 9 issued a Record of 
Decision (ROD) on September 30, 1997, 
that selected the remedial action 
activities; (2) All appropriate response 
actions under CERCLA have been 
implemented as documented in the 
Final Close Out Report dated June 26, 
2001; (3) DTSC has concurred with the 
proposed deletion; (4) a notice has been 
published in the local newspapers and 
has been distributed to appropriate 
federal, state, and local officials and 
other interested parties announcing the 
commencement of a 30-day public 
comment period on EPA’s Notice of 
Intent to Delete; and (5) all relevant 
documents have been made available in 
the local Site information repository. 

Deletion of the Site from the NPL does 
not itself create, alter, or revoke any 
individual’s rights or obligations. The 
NPL is designed primarily for 
informational purposes and to assist 
Agency management. As mentioned in 
Section II of this notice, Sec. 
300.425(e)(3) of the NCP states that the 
deletion of a site from the NPL does not 
preclude eligibility for future response 
actions. 

For deletion of this site, EPA’s 
Regional Office will accept and evaluate 
public comments before making a final 
decision to delete. If comments are 
received, the Agency will prepare a 
Responsiveness Summary to address 
those comments. The Responsiveness 
Summary will be available for review in 
the Deletion Docket. 

A deletion occurs when the Regional 
Administrator places a final notice in 
the Federal Register. Generally, the NPL 
will reflect deletions in the final update 
following the notice. Public notices and 
copies of the Responsiveness Summary 
will be made available to local residents 
by the Regional Office. 

IV. Basis of Intended Site Deletion 
The following site summary provides 

the Agency’s rationale for the proposal 
to delete this site from the NPL. 

Site Background and History 
The Western Pacific Railroad Site 

occupies approximately 90 acres at the 
southern end of the City of Oroville in 
Butte County, California. The Western 
Pacific Railroad Company operated a 
fueling and maintenance yard at the Site 
from the 1880’s until 1970. Activities at 
the Site included locomotive fueling, 
routine maintenance, and railcar repair 
such as welding, painting, fabricating, 
and machining of railcars. 

In 1989 the State of California’s 
Regional Water Quality Control Board 
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issued an Order requiring the current 
owner, Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR), 
to investigate an on-site waste pond and 
the Site groundwater. In 1989 the waste 
pond was excavated and backfilled with 
clean fill and a leaking underground 
storage tank in the Fueling Area was 
removed. This leaking tank was the 
source of a plume of groundwater 
contaminated with volatile organic 
chemicals (VOCs). EPA placed the Site 
on the NPL in 1990 due to concerns 
about groundwater that was 
contaminated with VOCs and the 
potential for these chemicals to reach a 
nearby public drinking water well. In 
1991 UPRR dismantled the remaining 
fueling and maintenance structures on 
the Site. Currently UPRR uses the rail 
line on the property to run trains. 

Response Actions 
EPA made the decision in 1993 to 

initiate a time-critical removal to 
contain the VOC plume and prevent it 
from reaching the nearby downgradient 
public drinking water well. In August 
1993, EPA issued an Action 
Memorandum with a streamlined risk 
evaluation selecting groundwater 
extraction and treatment to contain the 
contaminants of concern in the 
groundwater at the Site. That same 
month EPA and UPRR signed an 
Administrative Order on Consent, an 
agreement in which UPRR agreed to 
perform the groundwater cleanup 
required by EPA. 

In 1994 UPRR installed a groundwater 
treatment system to pump and treat the 
VOC-contaminated groundwater. By 
July 1997 the level of VOCs dropped 
below the cleanup levels and in 
November 1999 the groundwater 
treatment system was turned off. Post-
remedial groundwater sampling 
confirmed that the VOCs were below 
state and federal drinking water 
standards. 

After the groundwater cleanup was 
started, UPRR, under a second 
Administrative Order on Consent, 
conducted a Remedial Investigation (RI) 
for the Site soils. The Remedial 
Investigation and Risk Assessment 
Report concluded that polycyclic 
aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) and 
arsenic were present in elevated levels 
in the top one foot of soil in one acre 
of the railyard. Because of the Site 
history and UPRR’s future plans for the 
Site, the risk assessment evaluated the 
risks for industrial use only, not 
residential use. The risk assessment 
concluded that contamination in the 
Site soil presented an elevated risk to 
on-site workers and trespassers through 
dermal contact with soil contaminated 
with PAHs and arsenic. 

The Feasibility Study (FS) evaluated 
remedial action alternatives for the 
contaminated soils in the area identified 
in the RI and Risk Assessment. The FS 
then provided a detailed analysis of 
alternatives: (1) Institutional controls 
only; (2) limited Fueling Area (1 acre) 
excavation and off-site disposal with 
institutional controls; and (3) entire 
Fueling Area (10 acres) excavation and 
off-site disposal with institutional 
controls. 

Cleanup Standards 
On September 30, 1997, EPA issued a 

Record of Decision (ROD) which 
selected the following remedy: 

• Limited excavation and off-site 
disposal of approximately 1 acre of 
PAH-contaminated soil, 

• Institutional control(s) that will 
limit the future use of the property to 
industrial use only; and 

• Extraction and treatment of 
contaminated groundwater. 
The ROD specified that the residual 
mean concentration for PAHs, converted 
and presented as benzo(a) pyrene 
equivalents (B(a)P), must be reduced to 
0.41 mg/kg or less. The ROD also 
concluded that due to the collocation of 
PAHs and arsenic in soils, by excavating 
surface soils with PAHs above cleanup 
levels, all soils contaminated with 
arsenic at levels of potential concern 
would also be addressed. 

The selected remedy called for the 
cleanup of the one acre at the Site with 
the highest levels of contamination. The 
contamination levels in the other nine 
acres in the Fueling Area were below 
action levels for industrial workers and 
trespassers. The groundwater cleanup, 
which had been initiated using EPA’s 
removal authority, was incorporated 
into the ROD, with state and federal 
Maximum Contaminant Levels (MCLs) 
as the cleanup standards. 

In 1998 UPRR excavated 
approximately 1,720 tons of 
contaminated soil, placed it in railcars, 
and shipped it for disposal to the ECDC 
Environmental landfill near Price, Utah. 
Post-excavation confirmation sampling 
was conducted twice at the site, in July 
and in December 1998. This sampling 
confirmed that the residual mean 
concentration level for PAHs as 
expressed as B(a)P equivalents was 
reduced to 0.41 mg/kg or less. The 
cumulative cancer risk from PAHs and 
arsenic in the Fueling Area soil was 
reduced to an excess cancer risk level of 
approximately 1 × 10¥5 (one in one 
hundred thousand) for on-site workers, 
which is the level established in the 
ROD. Final groundwater sampling was 
conducted in July 2000, with all 
contaminants remaining below state and 

federal MCLs. On March 1, 2001, UPRR 
filed the Covenant to Restrict Use of 
Property for the Site with Butte County. 
This covenant prohibits the property’s 
use for: 

(a) A residence; 
(b) A hospital for humans; 
(c) A public or private school for 

persons under 21 years of age; 
(d) A day care center; and 
(e) Any other purpose involving 

residential occupancy on a 24-hour 
basis. 

Operation and Maintenance 

UPRR continues to own the property 
and run trains on its rail lines. Pursuant 
to the Administrative Order issued by 
EPA on June 17, 1998, site operation 
and maintenance to be performed by 
UPRR includes maintenance of the 
perimeter fence, informing EPA of any 
plans to remove contaminated soils 
during future construction activities, 
and informing EPA and DTSC of any 
transfer of property ownership. 

Five-Year Review 

CERCLA requires a five-year review of 
all sites with hazardous substances 
remaining above the health-based levels 
for unrestricted use of the Site. Since 
the cleanup of the Western Pacific 
Railroad Site utilized a restrictive 
covenant to limit the Site use, five-year 
reviews will be required at the Site to 
ensure that the remedy selected for the 
Site remains protective of human health 
and the environment. EPA plans to 
complete the first Five-Year Review 
prior to September 30, 2002. 

Community Involvement 

Community relations activities 
included the publication and 
distribution of several fact sheets, 
including the proposed cleanup plan, to 
local residents. EPA held a public 
meeting in July 1997 to discuss with the 
community the previously implemented 
removal action and the proposed 
remedial action. EPA received and 
addressed public comments in the 
Responsiveness Summary portion of the 
ROD dated September 30, 1997. A local 
information repository was established 
at the Butte County Library in Oroville. 

Applicable Deletion Criteria/State 
Concurrence 

All the completion requirements for 
this site have been met as described in 
the Final Close Out Report (FCOR) 
dated June 26, 2001. One of the three 
criteria for site deletion specifies that 
EPA may delete a site from the NPL if 
‘‘responsible parties or other parties 
have implemented all appropriate 
response actions required.’’ EPA, with 
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the concurrence of the State of 
California through its Department of 
Toxic Substances Control in a letter 
dated June 21, 2001, believes that this 
criterion for deletion has been met. 
Consequently, EPA is proposing 
deletion of this site from the NPL. 
Documents supporting this action are 
available in the Deletion Docket. 

Dated: July 6, 2001. 
Jane Diamond, 
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 9. 
[FR Doc. 01–17832 Filed 7–17–01; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

46 CFR Part 520 

[Docket No. 00–07] 

Public Access Charges to Carrier 
Automated Tariffs and Tariff Systems 
Under the Ocean Shipping Reform Act 
of 1998 

AGENCY: Federal Maritime Commission. 
ACTION: Proceeding Discontinued. 

SUMMARY: The Federal Maritime 
Commission (‘‘Commission’’) published 
an Advance Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking on May 16, 2000, seeking 
comments on the reasonableness of 
tariff access charges. The Commission 
determined not to promulgate 
regulations governing tariff access 
charges, but rather issued a Circular 
Letter on October 6, 2000, to provide 
guidance to common carriers, 
conferences and tariff publishers with 
respect to the issue of reasonable fees. 
Therefore, this proceeding is 
discontinued. 

DATES: This proceeding is discontinued 
July 18, 2001. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Bruce A. Dombrowski, Executive 
Director, Federal Maritime Commission, 
800 North Capitol Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20573, (202) 523–5800. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: An 
Advance Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking was issued in this 
proceeding on May 16, 2000 (65 FR 
31130), to address the issue of 
reasonable fees that may be assessed for 
accessing tariff systems. Based on 
comments received and existing 
circumstances, the Commission 
determined that promulgation of an 
actual Proposed Rule on this matter was 
not necessary. Instead the Commission 
directed the staff to issue a Circular 
Letter which provided guidance to 
common carriers, conferences and tariff 
publishers as to what costs the 

Commission believed should not be 
recovered in establishing tariff access 
fees. The Circular Letter was issued on 
October 6, 2000. 

In view of the foregoing, this 
proceeding is hereby discontinued. 

By the Commission. 
Bryant L. VanBrakle, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 01–17873 Filed 7–17–01; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6730–01–P 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47 CFR Part 73 

[DA 01–1544; MM Docket No. 01–143, RM– 
10153] 

Radio Broadcasting Services; 
Noblesville, Indianapolis, and Fishers, 
Indiana 

AGENCY: Federal Communications
 
Commission.
 
ACTION: Proposed rule.
 

SUMMARY: The Commission requests 
comments on a petition for rule making 
filed by INDY LICO, licensee of Stations 
WGRL(FM), Noblesville, Indiana, and 
WGLD(FM), Indianapolis, Indiana 
proposing the reallotment of Channel 
230A from Noblesville, Indiana, to 
Fishers, Indiana, and the modification 
of Station WGRL(FM)’s license to reflect 
the change of community, and the 
reallotment of Channel 283B from 
Indianapolis to Noblesville, Indiana, 
and the modification of Station 
WGLD(FM)’s license to reflect the 
change of community. Channel 230A 
can be reallotted from Noblesville to 
Fishers at petitioner’s licensed site 7.1 
kilometers (4.4 miles) north of the 
community at coordinates 40–00–55 NL, 
and 85–58–58 WL. Channel 283B can be 
reallotted from Indianapolis to 
Noblesville at petitioner’s licensed site 
26.9 kilometers (16.7 miles) southwest 
of the community at coordinates 39–50– 
25 NL and 86–10–34 WL. 
DATES: Comments must be filed on or 
before August 20, 2001, and reply 
comments on or before September 4, 
2001. 

ADDRESSES: Secretary, Federal 
Communications Commission, 
Washington, DC 20554. In addition to 
filing comments with the FCC, 
interested parties should serve the 
petitioner, as follows: Mark N. Lipp, 
Shook, Hardy & Bacon, LLP, 600 14th 
Street, NW., Suite 800, Washington, DC 
20005 (Counsel to Petitioner). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Victoria M. McCauley, Mass Media 
Bureau, and (202) 418–2180. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a 
synopsis of the Commission’s Notice of 
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No. 
01–143 adopted June 20, 2001 and 
released June 29, 2001. The full text of 
this Commission decision is available 
for inspection and copying during 
normal business hours in the FCC 
Reference Information Center (Room 
CY–A257), 445 12th Street, SW., 
Washington, DC. The complete text of 
this decision may also be purchased 
from the Commission’s copy contractor, 
International Transcription Service, 
Inc., (202) 857–3800, 1231 20th Street, 
NW., Washington, DC 20036. 

Provisions of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to 
this proceeding. Members of the public 
should note that from the time a Notice 
of Proposed Rule Making is issued until 
the matter is no longer subject to 
Commission consideration or court 
review, all ex parte contacts are 
prohibited in Commission proceedings, 
such as this one, which involve channel 
allotments. See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for 
rules governing permissible ex parte 
contacts. 

For information regarding proper 
filing procedures for comments, see 47 
CFR 1.415 and 1.420. 

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73 

Radio broadcasting. 

For the reasons discussed in the 
preamble, the Federal Communications 
Commission proposes to amend 47 CFR 
part 73 as follows: 

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

1. The authority citation for part 73 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 47 U.S.C. 154, 303, 334 and 336. 

§ 73.202 [Amended] 

2. Section 73.202(b), the Table of FM 
Allotments under Indiana, is amended 
by removing Channel 230A at 
Noblesville and adding Fishers, Channel 
230A, by removing Channel 283B at 
Indianapolis and adding Channel 283B 
at Noblesville. 

Federal Communications Commission. 

John A. Karousos, 
Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules 
Division, Mass Media Bureau. 
[FR Doc. 01–17926 Filed 7–17–01; 8:45 am] 
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